the Hindus and Sikhs and vice versa. When this cruel
game was finished, the blood lust was bound to result
in the Muslims slaughtering the Muslims and the Hindus
and Sikhs slaughtering themselves. Gandhiji hoped
they would never reach that savage state. That was
their fate, unless they (both the States) pulled them-
selves together and set things right before it was too late.
NO INTERFERENCE WITH LAW
Gandhiji then referred to another question. In
some places authority had arrested several people who
were implicated in rioting. Under the old regime people
appealed for clemency to the Viceroy, who had to
follow prescribed rules however faulty they were. Now
they appealed to their ministers. Were they to act accor-
ding to their own sweet will? He thought not. The
ministers could not act capriciously. They were bound
to let the law take its own course. Clemency of the
State had a definite place and had to be exercised under
due safeguard. The only way such cases could be with-
drawn was by complainants appealing to the courts
concerned to release the prisoners concerned. Heinous
crimes did not admit of such easy discharges. In such
cases it was not enough for the complainants to abstain
from giving evidence against the accused. The latter
* had to confess their crimes and ask for mercy. And if
there was sincere co-operation from the complainants free
pardon was a possibility. What he wanted to stress was
that no minister had the right to interfere with the
course of justice even for his dearest ones. It was
the function of democracy to make justice cheap and
expeditious and to ensure all possible purity in the
administration. But for ministers to dare to replace or
influence courts of justice was the very negation of
democracy and law.
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